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The report examines the 1972-73 dissemination program 
of San Diego's Zoo Project for Handicapped Children which was 
designed to stimulate language arts improvement in mentally or 
educationally handicapped students by using animals at the zoo site 
and in schools. The following program objectives are identified: to 
encourage and the adoption/adaptation of the zoo project in a minimum 
of 10 other California districts or schools; to create an awareness 
about the project among 100 school districts in the state; to operate 
a model demonstration program; to conduct staff training seminars; to 
provide technical assistance for implementation; and to evaluate the 
diffusion process for effectiveness. The report contains statistical 
data on such program features as staff development and project 
products; and a program narrative report which focuses on such 
elements as needs assessment procedures, personnel and organizational 
details, instructional eguipment and materials, budget, and 
evaluation findings. The evaluation is said to show that project 
activities included 18 teacher training workshops for 552 people and 
visits from 185 people to the model demonstration program. (GH) 



ED 098 774 

TITLE 

INSTITUTION 

SPONS AGENCY 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 

EDRS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 

IDENTIFIERS 
ABSTRACT 



I 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



us DEPAHTWfcNT OP HEALTH 
EDUCATION 4 WELf-AMfc 

^ NATIONAL iN^TJTUTfc Of 

EDUCATION 

^i^^ !m ^ DC. VI N' »••• ' 

[)i f*f o i i^'U- T . .. k » . f , f : • Kv*v 

A* ^ % » • > • V t .*. *»• N OS' 



FXlUkL PROJECT REFORT 



BlSt COW 



ZOO PROJECT FOR HANDICAPPED CHIIDREN 
(Language Developneat Through AnisMil Utilization) 

No. 37-68338-1193-0 



Sam Diego Uhified School Diatriet 
June 21/1973"^ 



1 



BEST copir muBii r^sT C0P7 f:ir.iir.5it 



TABLE OF OONTENTS 

Page 

Component I - Statistical Data 1 

Component H - Data for United States Office of Education 

Cover Page 4 

Part I - Staff Development 5 

Part II - Extent of Adoption/Adaption 5 

Title III - Areas of Influence . , 7 

Part III * Extent of Participation 8 

Part IV - Staff Participation/Higher Education Cooperation ...... 12 

Part V - Abstract 15 

Part VI - Products of Project 16 

Component III - Program Narrative Report 

Context 

The Locale 17 

The School System 18 

Needs Assessment 19 

Historical Background 20 

Progr .0 

Scope of the Program 21 

Personnel 22 

Organisational Details 23 

Activities or Services 24 

Instructional Equipitent and Materials 26 

Parent Community Involvement 27 

Budget 28 

Special Factors 29 

Dissemination 3^ 

Evaluat ion 

Sunnary of Zoo Project Objectives and Findings 1972*73 ...... 34 

1972-73 Adopt ion /Adapt ion Activities 35 

Continuation and Expansion of the Local Program 35 

Adapters Other Than Schools or School Districts 37 

School Districts Outside California 38 

Adapters Other Than Schools or School Districts 

• Outside California 38 

Component IV - Financial Report 



Project Phases and Per Pupil Costs) within 90 days 

Claim for Reimbursement ) 



Appendix A - Addresses of Contact Persons 



ERJ.C 



1 




BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



BEST COPY mmii 



CaliTomia State Dopartnent of Education 
721 Capitol Mall 
Sacramento, California 95814 

ESEA TITLE III STATISTICAL DATA 
EleKiontary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 
(P.L. 89-10 as amended by P.L* 90-2^7} 



Bareau of 
Instructional 
Program diamine 
and Development 



' — 1 

THIS SPACE FOR | 


"bounty 


ttbtrictCodB 


I'roject if 


Type 








STATE USE ONLY 






9 







SECTION A • PROJECT INFORMATION 
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c (T| 



APPLICATION fOn 
CONTINUATION CHANT 



Project Report 



% UAJOH OeSCHlPTiON Qf PMOiCCTt 
fC6f cA one oniy) 



INNOVATIVC C 



[ j CK£l4PLAflV 



□ 



AOAPTlVr 



4* TVPeiS)Or ACT IVIT V <Ch0<k on* e# mofei 

□ PLANNING OP ^ nn COW 

□ PL^^NNiNo or - nr\ op 
CDNSTHUCnON ® LlJ OP 



2. IN ALL CASeS eXCePT INITIAL 
APPLICATION. CIVI AS&IONCO 
PMOJfiCT NUMBCfl 

37-68338-1193-0 



OUCTINO 
LOT ACTlVITlCt 



COHSTMUCTINO 



enATtoN 

^ROODA^ 



□ 

RCMOOeLlNQ 



0, PROJCCT TlTLCf> WofdM Of Les$} 

ZOO PROJECT FOR HANDICAPPED CHILDREN (UNGUAGE DEVELOPMENT THROUGH ANIMAL UTILIZATION) 



tRiePLV SUMMARIIE ThC PuPPOSC OP TNE PROPOSCO PROJECT AND OlVE TmG IT4K NWMtCR OP THE AREA OP MAJOR 
CMPM ASiS AS LISTED IN SEC. S0)| P.W. SS- 10. (Ste insifucitons} 

To encouras^e and promote the adoption or adaption of the ZOO PROJECT FOR HANDICAPPED 
CHILDREN In a tnlnitnum of ten other school settings (District or schools) in the 
State of California. 



ITEM NUMQER 



NAME 0^ APPLICANT (i^aj iUh^Olion 

San Diego Unified 
School District 


A00R£Sftr^i#»6rf. $ir0H, Cify, Stau. Ztp Cods) 

4100 Normal Street 

San Diego, California 92103 


$. nane op count V 

San Dif^eo 


10. CONCRf.SSlONAL DISTRICT 

35, 36, 37 


n. name op PRO^ecT oincc roR 
nrrn\(\ F. Lamb 


\U AOORLSS (Simhrr, Siretu City, Altfff, Corf#> ( BUS • J 

4100 Nomal Street 

San Diego, California 92103 


234-6194 

ARIlA C00£ 

714 


* lo iLM.- : ' A: / : i r i o d Ac -'t r\ t. 
:iowarH Crofrs 


4100 Nomal Street 

San nle^o, California 92103 


PHOHC HUMUtM { lixXV- • ) 

298-4681 
AncA cooe 
714 



IS. l»Ot»t»C.M OR TITlC 

Deputy Superintendent for Administration 
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35, 36, 37 



^. TOTAL MuMHt « 0»' 



I exPENUITuHE or LOCAL l:OUCA«> 



» 897.33 (1971-72) 



C. rO". Al KSTIM* I • 0 
POP Jt *TIOH tN OnO" 



City of San Diegj) 



730,000 
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REOUeSTED 




t 






% 










% 


jt. j Ap^licofttn f»f S#c«r»<i 








% 


!U j ^#f«l TltU III Pvf«f«ft 








% 


j lf%4 tf D^dgt} Poriod Rtpor* 




i 

1 


r- 
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\ O RtMODEtlNG Of PACiLlTfES T*] LEASING Of FACILITIES 3 [ j ACUUlSlTlON OP FACILITIES 

4 Q CONSTRUCTION OF PACILITif $ S P] ACOUISIYION OF BUILMN EOUIP.viENT 

N/A 

It TOTAL SOUAP£ ^£F.T IN THE 



N/A 



TOT Aw SCO AWE FEE f IN TME FACiUTY 
T 'O Oi US£0 rOR TITLE Mt PROGRAMS 



K/A 



AMOUNT or TITLE ill TUWOS 
REQUESTeO i^'OR FACILITY 



2. 



SECTION C « PROJKCT CLASSIFICATION 

1. Project Subje cts 

1.1 CD - Language. Arts (Development) 

1.2 £17 - Fine Acts 

1.3 ZZ7 - Koreij»,n Language 

1.4 CJ - Matheoxaticfc 
l,r> CU - Science 

1.0 CJ " Social Science, Humanities 
1,7 O - P.K., Kecreation, and Health 
l.b CJ - Vocational Education 
1.9 HJ - Other 

3, Guidance, Counseling, and Testing 
J.l JUJ - Counseling with Handicapped 
3.2 O - Group Guidance Activities 

IZl - Group Counseling 

3.4 O - Career Guidance and Counseling 

3.5 d - Counseling with Special Problems 

3.6 C7 " Use of Paraprofessionals 
3,/ O - Parent Conferences 

4. Cradc Levels 

A. L - Frcschoiil (indicate agos 3 or 4) 

4,2 - Klementary (indicate grades K-6) 

A.li /57 - Secondary (indicate grades 7-12) 



J£SI.-C22if3imE 



Handicapped Education 
l.l E2 - Mentally Retarded 
Hard oC Hearing 
Deaf 

Speech Impaired 
Visually Handicapped 



2.2 O 

2.3 £7 

2.4 O 

2.5 C 

2.6 /T] 



Seriously Emotionally 
Disturbed 



2.7 £7 - Crippled 

2.8 £7 - Other Health Impaired 



3.8 £7 " Follov7-up and Drop out 

Studius 

3.9 £7 - Inservice Training 

3»10 jO - Use of Community ResojirccN 

3.11 £7 - Curriculum Ucv(.flopment 

->.l-2 £7 " General Counafeiinfe 

3.13 £7 - Consultation with Teachers 

3.14 £7 - Program Evaluation and 

Devalopmcnl 



4.4 £7 - Junior College (indicate s^^ades 13-14) 

4.5 Z?7 - Adult 

Is your project an adoption or adaptation of another Title III project? £7 
It yes, namo the ,ip,cv-jy operating the vrojcct: 
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BEST COPY mimi 



for Component II 

Data for U. S. Office of Education 

( To be completed for all projects active for any period 
between July 1972 - Through June 30, 1973. Agencies ^ 
having more than one project must prepare a report for 
each project.) 
Enter information for items 1 through 7. 



37-68338- 
1. 1193-0 



2. ZOO PROJECT FOR HANDICAPPED 



CHILDREN 



.3. ^'"sgAgg? mnit 

Loc^i Educational Agency 



Project Title 



4100 Nonnal Street 



San Diego. California 92 1 1 J3 



4. 



Dr. David Fish 



Name! of school official responsible 
for this report 

(714) 298-4681 Ext . 516 
Phone No. 

6. The 1972-73 school year has beeii 

6.1 1 XX I The first year of operation. 

6.2 ( ] The second year of operation. 

6.3 I I The third year of operation. 



Gerald F. Lamb 



Name of Project Director 



(714 ) 234-6194 
Phone No. 



7. Enter Che following ending dates: 



Ending date tor first year June 30, 1973 - Extended t o 

juiy zo, 1973 

Ending date for second year ««___^«_i«„«. 
Ending date for third and fina'i year 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE BEST CCPi A'^ n : 

The report should describe project staff development activities that took 
place during the period July 1, 1972, through Jtuie 30, 1973. If no project 
otofl development acti\ltioo occurred, vrrite NONE in the first column. Staff 
dovclf'pment activities are those inservice efforts designed to improve com- • 
potencies of the staff working full or part-time on the project. Enter the 
figures in columns two and three. 



STAFJ?' DEVELOPMENT ACTH'ITIES OF ONE OR MORS DAYS EURATION 



1972-73 



(1) 

Definition of Staff: 
(Staff includes all 
personnel assigned 
1.0 work on the 
pro J act full or 
part time, whether 
paid by the d^. strict 
or the project.) 



Staff of 3 



(2) 

Total No. of 
participants 
(Unduplicated) 
in all 
activities. 



78 Direct 
3027 Indirect 



\3) 

No. of workshops, confferences and seminars 
held bv tyr,e of training 



Dissemi- 
nation to 
spread 
informa- 
'tion 
about 
project 



Evalu- 
ation to 
appraise 
progress 



37 



Combina- 
tion of 
dissemi- 
nation ^ 
evalua- 
tion 



Other, such 
as ir-service 
education. 
Specify (Use 
back of this 
page.) 



2 direct 
16 indirect 

12 demons tra 
tlons 



PART II - EXTENT OF ADOPTION/ADAPTION 



1972-1973 

The purpose of this section is to find out how many projects are being 
continued to some extent by the grantee or by other school districts after 
federal funds have expired. 

The report should ho limited to projects for which federal fm)ds expired 
during the perJod July 1, 197!: through June 30, 1973. If the grantee district 
expects to continue the project to some extent during the next fiscal year, 
this .should be reported by marking the box. The estimated extent of adoption 
or adaption by the i.;rantee district should be shown by circling the appropriate 
percentage figure In the scale. 

1. The project is being c ontinued by the gran tee in some form after 
federal funds expired . [" X j Yes i 1 No 

2. If the answer is YES, draw a circle around the one figure which best 
represents your estimate of the degree of adoption/adaption of the 
project in your school district. 
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3« ' l0 thvi project being adopted or adapted by other school districts? 

Yes I I */o 



4. If the answer is YBS, list the school districts by name and address: 



4. 1 Alhambra City Schools 4.11 Santee School District 

2121 West Main Street 

Alhambra, California 91801 Santee, California 

4. 2 Arcadia Unified Schools Distr ict 4.12 Victor School District 
234 Campus Drive 16821 "A" Street 

Arcadia, California 91006 VlctorvilXe, California 9 2392 

4. 3 Burlingame School District 4.13 Montessorl Acadeoy-Mt. Hel ix 

1560 New lands , , 

BurXingsme. California Spring Valley, California 

4. 4 Chlno INiifled School District 4.14 

3130 Riverside 

Uno. California 91710 



4. 5 Chula Vista Citv School Dist rict 4.15 
84 East J Street - P.O. Box 907 
Chula Vi8ta> California 9201 2 

4. 6 Garden Grove Unified School D ist 4.16 
10331 Stanford Avenue 

Garden Grove. California 9264 0 

4. 7 1.08 Angeles School District 4.17 
Los Angeles, Calif 90007 

4. 8 Ocean View School District 4.18 
7972 Warner Avenue 

Huntington Beach, California 92647 

4.9 Riverside County Schools 4.19 
k'.O.Box a68 

Riverside, California 92502 

4,1 0 Little Lake Schocl District 4.20 
9400 Jersey Avenue 
Santa Fe Springs, Calif 90670 



In addition: 27 teachers who p^irticipated in a workshop sfonsored by La Verne College 
r<>8ponded indicating Indivf.dual application of the Zoo Project approach using our 
materials. Other agencies have requested Zoo Project Materials and activities for 
use in their programs. These L4ve included the San Francioco Zoo; the Tt^ronga Zoo, 
Sydney, AugtralAa; the Bronx Zoo; Mohawk Park Zoo, Tuisa, Oklahoma; Larue D. Carter 
Memorial Hospital, Indianapolis, Indiana. 
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BEST COW flWILABLE 



BEST CC!^'/ mn r..-:^ 



•Title III Arsaa of Influenoe * 

Aa lA'ojoct. Director «yid/or after consultation with district or county poroonnol involved: 
I. Name Gerald UtrM Title Project Director 



2. 
3. 



Name. 



.Title. 



Title. 



Pioaso rank the i'apact of th?.3 ESSA, Title III project on your local «ducat tonal agency 
(L^iA). Leave blejik any items that do not apply and add other categories aa des3red. Rank 
ituaa <. to 7 ( or m ore if yoa have made additions to the list). Give oximpl-js onl£ on i iems 
rwiked L and 2, N'lmbor 1 iudlrjates that throughout the LEA the Lupact waj Kveatast i^i 
'leveloping skil] areas or adclitudiaal chances in: ., 

h.^^.. "^^^^-^^ 



Spooial uro.lect dovQl opment 

Noodu ause3E:iient, gorl setting^ planning (writing) y 
implementation, etc. 

c>va.f f tr ain-i-ng 

Pu^roilting in added skills or attitudiial change 

mrental invo l/9mi3n t l a th e a cho qi,3 

Bringing parents into laore direct contact with 

ac^hool activities 

ComPAnitv i nvolvement 

Tnotancec of coixjUiiiby participation other than 
riarenta 

ti.va raat lon c Qiape-^^ en cles and use of evaluation in- 
forma tion 

Have th9 products dovoioped by the project, itO., 
?toterial 3 : curricur:)ja guides, A7 materia] dto. 
M'ithg^.i: indi/iiuali^od instr.iotions, ut^-^ of aides, 
eto.: beon put to use boyond project roquireu-ant? 
List under ex3jap.le3^ 

14ana3^eQ3n t , aa^l agcountinf^ pr oca duvea 
Have ohe project activitias resulted in incroa3ec3 
accosintability ia other learning situations? 
Lint undor exaiaples. 

0 th or ^Pj^eaio j;>c^lain 



Use this space to givo exaiapleo 
of items ranked 1 and 

1« Confidence and skill in handling 
appropriate classroom animals 
and using them to motivate 
work in the regular curriculum^ 

2* High use of project materials 
and approaches « Frequent 
requests from all over the statt> 
for additional copies of the 
handbook, 

3* Excellent example of a school 
district and a local coomunfty 
agency working together to meet 
a known educational need« 



/b 9. result of pa**ticipation In BSKA, Title III endeavors 
*^ Inrrimution dorl/oi will indicate av^tis of groatest impact - Number 1 most impact 
KjtiiLor 7 (or nioru) lest iapaat. 
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BEST UOn AHUUBLE 

PART III - EXTENT OF PARTICIPATION ^^^^ qq;,^ AVAllAfilt 
1972-1973 



The purpose of this part of the report is to find out the actual direct or 
Indirect participation of public and private school pupils and adults In th.^ 
project during the 1972-73 operational period* 

An> p^^^^^^P^^^o^ should be reported only once. The»count should be based 
on actual participation during the 1972-73 school year* The numborr. are almost 
certain to be different from those anticipated in the project application. 

Iho United Stati:'S Office of i^ducation definitions uhould be applied: 

i;lirc: t Particlpatiou - Enter the number of different persons partlcipatins 
ill activities involving face-to-face interaction oi pupilij and teacherr. 
designed lo produce learning^ in a classroom, a center or mobile unit; or 
receiving other special services. 

Indirect Participation - Enter the number of different person? visiting 

or viewing exhibits, demonstrations, museum displays; using materials 

or equipment developed or purchased by the project; attending performances 

of nlays, symphonies, etc.; viewing television instruction in a school, 

a center, or home; or partlripating in other similar activities. Carefully 

prepared estimates are acceptable. 

Elementary - For reporting purposes only, consider elementary as being 
ProkludergaiTten through Grade 6, 

Secor-.'Jar v - for reporting purposes only, consider secondary as being 
Grades 7 through 12* 



Pleasfc supply the information requested for the project. 



Tabic A 



Number of Public and Nonptiblic School Teachers, and Coun se lors Participating 



Schools 


StafI whose students were direct 
participants 


Staff whusu :itudents were indlroct 
participants 


Teachers 


Counselors 


Teachers 


Oounsclor£> 


E) emen- Secon- 
tary dary 
(b) (c) 


Elemen- Secon- 
tary dary 
(d) (e) 


Elemen- ^econ- 
tary dary 
(f) (8) 


Elemen- Gecon- 
tarv tiaty 


I'ublic 


71 








2.335 


13 






Nonpublic 


5 








25 


5 
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PA!IT III (Continued) BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

The totals in the following A tables must agree one with the othev. Also, 
do not use duplicated figures In the first 4 tables. The target population must 
be represented by the figures when direct participants are reported* See 
definitions for direct and indirect in Fart III. 



Table I 



Program 

Select th^ Droc^ram of vouir oroiect- 
Use "other" category if none apply. 


D • 

Check (✓) pro- 
gran areavs^ 


c • 

No» of public 
scnooi stucencs 
direct Iv 
participating 


Amount granted 
unis pasc year 


Reading 








Environmf .It/Ecology 








Equal Educational Opportunity 








Model Cities (Urban, Inner-City) 








Gifted 








Handicapped 


X 


1,045 


$ 38,500 


Guidance and Counseling 








Drug Education 








Early Childhood Education 
(Kindergarten and below) 








Other Programs 








Total 


1.M5 





Table II 

Provide unduplicatcd counts of students by grade levels^ 



See instructions below: 





a. 1 b. 

School KnroUment Direct Prolect Participants 


c. 

Indirect Proiect Participants 


d. 


e. 




Public ' 


.N'onpubllciPublic i Nonpublic 


Public 


Nonpublic 






Pre K 




* 














K 


8,689 
















1 


9,117 










^ 






2 


9,441 








^ 








3 


9.948 




^ 


'-^ 




^ 






4 


10.126 

















5 


9.946 






^ 


^ 








6 


10.081 

















7 


10.00/ 
















8 


9.584 
















9 


9.409 




^ 


-T^ 










10 


9.688 
















> 11 


8.855 




^ 










12 


7,772 
















Ungraded 


3,056 


















125,719 




944 


101 






1,576 


1,635* 



Colunm a. 
Column b. 
Coltimn b. 
Column d« 



Column e 




Include the total enrollment in the Ic-^al educational agency. 
Include only the target population. 
& c. See definitions of direct and indirect for both columns. 
Include an estimate of the number of target population students who have 
been in the frojoct since its inception. A cumulative total of £kll years 
is requested. Provide an unduplicated count; therefore, do not count any 
student more than once. 

Include an estimate of the number of students within the local educational 
agency who have not been directly serviced by the project > but would benefit 
" ^ fit the Hps of the 
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Table III 

Rural/Urban Distribution of Public School, Direct Participauty Served by Project 
Enter Number of Each Category. See definitions at bottom of page. 



Rural 


Metropolitan* 


Total of. all 
Categories 


Fartn 

i 0 

I ... . 


Non Farm 
19 


Low Socio- 
Economlc 

117 

J 


Other 
777 

1 1 


Other 
Urban 

132 


1,045 j 
1 



Table TV 

iJistrlbutlC'U oi I'ublic School, Direct Participants by Project - Enter Number of Each 
(itoup. 



N(.»gro 


Ami^r. ican 
Indian 


Spanish 
Surname 


Oriental 


White 


other 
Nonwhite 


1 
I 

Total ot all 
groups 


189 

J 


* 


213 


13 






1,045 



{t..ri;^ ol •Vctrj\>. tov Tables i, 11, III and IV. 

TiiLai o;, r^Junin r,, Trxbh? I 1»045 

Tur.al ov' Column b. (Public Jichool), Table II ^ public « 1,045 

Total of All Categories, Table III 1»^5 

Total of A1! Groups, Table TV lt045 

The totals on uaci* J me above should agree one with the other • 

Dot iniLxon3 : 

iuira ir<vi;. : a, outWinj .•.v^:^a oi' I'iss than 2,500 Inhabitants. 

LovT Vo cl o - c conomi c means an aroa ot low socio-economic level within a cit/ of 

SO . 000 Inhabitants or more. 

Other means aroas in cities of 50,000 or -more inhabitants which are other than 

^ow sur.-f.u-cconoTplc areac • 

Other Urban means areas (including suburbs) with less than 50,000 but more than 
2,500 inhabitants. 



VM-l III (CvMil jtiUinl*; 



Direct part Icpat ion 

"PutTlic 



! r. 1 t.-tu -nt * 



50 
2 



Nonj.iir ii 
5 









10 



,;;ui.u,^ iJclov)! ( t. V noli.' bi'ii>.;,) 



r 



1,035 



ci.MvU V laia^iun.s ino-ladc:;i tu the uumr;rr '•rrot.-J aC'v^vc. 
; .,.!. 299 KMK 



1 * ■ ' _JLL? 598 E.H. , Gl fted E.H. 10, 9 Vi sual ly Hand icapped 



erJc 



II- 



mi con mmif bust copy avahabu 

AKr '.>TArr HAKTiCiPATION/r.IGHKR KDUQM iOr. iT jFKKn. J.uN 



ri J .ffiAi ff^i .^oii)it»*l w;u« roculvc tvmuiit rat • on l^*".n 1itl* tll mriii-. 
1 jc.. arc* incladocl in (>Liior category. 



1 Iv 



» . 1 : ) 



. { 1 



I 



I I ( 



. : . ! a It-.; 



^ r 1 a 1 I "its 



.1!. at-'/f . jTi^^r s 



r • 



; .'na . 

f .1 I. vl'jcat ion aides, vtc, 



-TIT-: 



I 



'T- >.'iTrpi . M PHch totn sLalr ni-'uij'. is work.* \"^'f '?«»iv.'- 
' ^ . ia!i -vri^ ti.. works ten luairs lu-r u»uik, mo i*. ni . - 
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PAKT IV (Continued) 



BEST COPY AV,Vil^.BLt 
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NuuileL nt public '.unooi prof o.sr»ionai staff v;ho attended 
Til h III In*. vL^'icc : 



i:stlmat( Carofully 
Title HI Fundi; 
Spent oil Training 



t < .lu^^s i.i Vi.;V:iar ifim of one 



I wur -ut'v'r: ' duiMt ion 



: • : i'.i v.u'.r.-ir^ - rci:ulai* torn, 

rrtdi? courses - summer 1973 



vMVnos - surnnor tt»rni 



21 Direct 

49 In direct _ 

113 Direct i>st* 

12 Direct 




380 
344 



- M>.>n;u;.-i'i i.iina! stafi) v%':io atti*ud**d 



d^;r:U vc-n 



^ j" i.i r\'k^u 1 ar t' over 
M it ioti 



1 i.ii l*r/2 over 

MI ai I '^r 



^ <^ 



^ / 







I ; \ i;i 



ERIC 



-13- 



Pi\RT IV (Conlinuod) 



BEST COPY AV."^." 
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Udiguane Dfveloptnent Through Animal Utilization) 
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M iuect : School Districts and/or schools, pre-school thioujihout the state n( 
Direct: KUTnentary handlcaoped. children^ln public private scho ols I n San IHeno 

, . teacher workshop, technicar assl§t^^4i}c^ ^<-5^ ivali J* V 

rr tn^thV demonstration program the Zoo Project provuieu an expended eiiucat lortaT 

. t.u^^Lt students using the facilities of the San Diego /loo. It provided ah inno- 
loi to t:ie problem ot motivating learning and H^havior fn thesv chlldron ihrou^.M 
-.r.;!! . The prot'.rar Includes 1) a teacher trai^Jnv •^ti^.'r'^^ m^^hl Inj; teaciiors to 
I..*. 1 ftw- ?:c>o experience; 2) conducting the In-zo* wnici; utlli>ied Ww 

/ o sett It; af.i1 anln^als; 3) conducting the in-school pros^ram in wriV:U the project director 
took aiuirals to the classroom to be used in various learning activitt s; and 4) a compre- 
v.nsivc* eval iatlon to determine the ef fectiveneaa of the pro^rair. 



• .» . tncour age and promote the r.ioijtlon/adapt ion ot the /-ch> i roJ,»ct foi Handicapped 
v/iuliurn ia a minimum of ten other •Jcnool settings (districts or sctiools) la 'die state ol 
ti.t t 1 fvorf.iH. (1) Create an awar. ne*;.-) about t\\c ?.oo Project among 100 f5chool districts in Ih** 
state; (2) Operate a model demonstration program capable of accomn^odat ing 25 visitors per 
,»ff< .Hid irrion^trate to potential adopters from 25 school and/or Zoo settin^^s; (1) Select 
10 til or schools interested in adopting or adapting accordlm^ to established criteria 

.! nioie program components; (4) Conduct 10 staff training seminars for poteiui'il adoptas 
. » i:a£ ter*i fr jtt ?.b school and/or Zoo settings; (5) provide technical assistance: for imph- 
uTiiit.un to w AO schools and/or Zoos; (6) Evaluate the diffusion piucess for effectiveness 
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r ^viiic ifurial and secondary awareness activities for Interested school representatives 

rrl ^:: i rnoiel demonstration program at the San Diego Zoo Including 
». rufr crau\ing b. In-Zoo and In-School progtau^s 

/ .m;>. tvict- training for potential adopters or adapters. 

• v/iit t'chtMcal assistance to Interested schools and/or districts. 
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iallvLna of attendance and evaluation questionnaire at a\ 
^'lest tonnaire or potential adoptors/adapters making use o 



awareiu'ss 
of project 
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C0N7f:XT 
Tha Local e 



6tSl COM 



^. wVfit, iu t^e density of tho po|u;latior;? 

J, "i' '.fir-i the ;.oj-n.jlation trend 3? 

i. /••.ul nro tijf. r;/ijor oc:;ui;3t.i,oriS of people in tho locale? 

5. '.."hfit ij the unumployraent ratu or trend'' 

6. Unat -eiroporti m of families in the locale are reonivin^ vclfnro fi9iii3t*uicn? 

I r.u! [,',)),r.an operated fxon the Otto Udvjcation Ct-nKei oi i i' tf,o 2<.o. 

Tlu i...y.<rdii. covered Elementary Educationally H4ntii.:;apped and Mentally Hetarded 

Wf^ in ..he cities r£ San Diego, La Mesa, Spring, Vallify, Chiila Vista 'ind 
C.K Cajon. In addition there was ootne coverage In other amall cistrictp in 



.1 »t 'Oil 



for the City of San Dlcgo Is 76?,80n vjrh -in ^v-r.-^^e 
(r lty w*iV> o' 2 . 7B/ixt\\t . 



fids tnUlcarc growth upward, 



Affll 1. 19/0 population was listed at 657,027 and tn 
T-T.utiry 1)72 wag repDtted as 7'40,000 
P epilation orsdlctlons are as follows; 

April 1)75 737, OOr 

Ar.rll 1980 85"'.000 

April 1985 531,000 

April 1990 996,000 

< i-uf icrurlOii Is the major occupation In the San Diego Metropolitan area 
^}^(- .in-:»mp loyment rate Is 4,8, 
' ;v .1 labltJ . 



.■ . of 11!^ indirect di ssetninatton pro^^ram covered the* entire stafe of 
. It Knii i.ifistaat us(» of project s^^rvlces w^re Tn«du \u So •r.hrra i forti . 
M r oryia^ica cnvferiuj^ the? above questions for the state of California not avatlablt? 
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Thn School Sygtein 



BEST CO'^'' li<-V't-'^ 



1. What grade lovelr do the schools oerve? 

2. How many pupils are th«re in tho aehool syatotn? How r.any schools? 

3. Arc there any 3ignifica.it trends in tho school iiyateu; iu ^riA-ollicut, 
K-lthdrawal, or transfer? 

l^. V/hat is the per pupil cost of education in the school system? 
5. What is the recent financial history of the school syate.n? 

1. The fichool districts involved In the Zoo Projeci. are either Unified K-12 
dlscricts or Elementary K-d dlstriciis. 

?. tn Hr'^oSr* !«72 the sehrtol district Gn»-o]IImpnt t'v«!«-.'' 



3. Ciu'ol Ir-^nt trend is down. 

4. The 19/1-72 per pupil cost of e'' oatlou In the school syatem was $d97,33. 

5. Expanses have been Increasing more rapidly than Incoue. This has 
necessitated program cutbacks. 



Ar.«;'w> -s f.o above qu^'sttons are for the direct demonstration program only, as %uch 
iij?uii'^ for the entire state are not available to this office. 

:'is;ti:ts t'slns; t^ie flervlces of tho project generally were Interested in help at 
the elet/ietttary level, however, a number of junior high and one senior high teacher 
t ook t he war ks hop . 

A number of districts were Interested In the Zoo Project approach for help with the 
■\vni and hearing handicapped because of the Inngua^e motivation provided by the 

app t oAch . 



K-6 
7-9 

Cont. /Adj . 



68,853 



123,/!^ There were 160 schools, 



ERIC 



-18- 



Needa Assessment ^, ,.„tir. 



1 . What was the starting point for needs assessment? 

2. How were the specific needs of the pupils identified? 

3* What were these specific needs? Which were selected for the program? 

t^e^ds for this particular statewide diSBemlnation program were determined by the 
State Department of Education before selection of the nine projects included in the 
1972-73 "California Plan." The needs of the various districts and/or pupils were 
balanced against the available successfully tesr.ed projects and appropriate exemplary 
and Innovative projects were then selected for dissemination through a state 
administered program of dissemination and diffusion. 

Each adopter district or school will have identified the problems which cause 
their needs, and will adapt the project's solution to fit their own local resources 
and needs. 

Needs of the local "producer" district for a program were determined in the 
following manner: At the time of the inception of this program, in 1969, there were 
close to four thousand children enrolled in programs for Educationally Handicapped and 
Mentally Retarded in the projlect area. These children had been identified through 
test data and teacher Judgment as being in need of special attention. These children 
very coranonly have their greatest ^'iifficulty in communication skills. As language, 
reading and verbal skills ar^he heart of the educational process, there is a need 
to stimulate this group in thiese areas. 

A review of the literature and experience of local teachers revealed that certain 
learning needs cooDon to these children oust be met in' their learning activities. 
These needs included: ^ 

- The need for direct experience rather than abstractions. 

- The need for appreaeheo th4t appeal to all the u enses . 

- The need to relate school activities to meaninglul situations 
thus enabling children to transfer what has been learned into 
meaningful behavior. 

- The need for meaningful repetition without over stimulation. 

- The need for motivational experiences in which children are 
vitally interested. 

- The need for behavior modification both passive and affgresaive. 

- The need for opportunity for developing relationships . 

It was felt by the planning committee that a program using ar.lmals as a 
motivating force could take advantage of the fascination all humans have for 
living things and meet all the unique learning needa Hated above. 
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Hlatorical Background 

1 . Did the program exist prior to the time period covered In the present report? 

2. Is the program a modification of a previously existing program? 

3. Hov did the program originate? 

X, If special problems were encountered In gaining acceptance of the program 

by parents and the communltyi hov were these soilved so that the program 

could be Introduced? 
5. Provide a brief history of planning. Indicate which planning efforts were 

successful or \reTu not successful. Describe how non-profit private schools 

and other agencies were Involved In the planning. 

« 

The 1972-73 phase of the ZOO PROJECT program was a "diffusion" year of 
the project in which we took the successes and experience of the previous 
three years and shared them with interested districts and/or schools 
throughout the state. The program was modified in that the local program 
was continued as a demonstration program, and staff hours were increased for 
extra help when the project director was absent on disseminritlon activities. 
The origination and planning of the program were described under "Needs 
Assessment" above. 

No special problems were encountered in gaining acceptance of the 
program by parents or community. He have been received with great enthusiasm 
and appreciation throughout the hittoty of the project. 
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PROGRAM 
Scope of the Program 



1. What numbers and kinds o£ participants were served by the pro«;ram? 

2. What were the specified objectives of the progran? 



All interested persons were invited to a series of eleven ACSA/EXPO presentations up 
and down the state during the fall of 1972. In addition, the Zoo Project contacted 
local Zoo and park staffs and nearby CANHC (California Association of Neurological ly 
Handicapped Children) chapters. All who attended these presentations received infor- 
mation on the project. Those who expressed an Interest were sent a package of 
materials further describing the program and outlining the services available. 

Districts » Zoos, and groups then participated in several ways: 

1. Secondary awareness level presentations to staffs* 

2. Inservice workshops from two to sixteen hours in length depending on the 
needs of the district* 

3. Demonstration lessons* 

4. On site visits to the Zoo Project. 

5. Utilization of Zoo Project materials (provided free to all districts 
providing workshops of four hours or more duration). 

6. Technical advice and assistsace when requested. 

7. Initial awareness level presentations to schools, districts, groups not 
contacted in initial ACSA/BXPO presentations. 

Eighteen workshops were presented to a total of 552 teachers and/or administrators, 
district staff, etc. This included training 33 teachers new to the local demonstration 
program at the San Diego Zoo. Counting all participants at the awareness level 3,105 
participants were included in the program. The number of children is estimated over 4,C00« 

OBJECTIVES : Encourage and promote the adoption or adaption of the ZOO PROJECT FOR 
HANDICAPPED CHILDREN in a minimum of ten otaer sehool settings (districts or schools) 
in the state of California. 

1. Create an awareness about the ZCO PROJECT among 100 school districts 
In the state. 

2. Operate a model demonstration program capable of accoinrodatlng 25 visitors 
per week and demonstrate to potential adopters from 25 school and/or Zoo 
settings. 

3. Select 10 districts or schools Interested In adopting or adapting according 
to established criteria one or more program components. 

4. Conduct 10 staff training seminars for potential adopter/adapters from 25 
school and/or Zoo settings. 

5. Provide technical assistance for implementation to Adopt Ion /Adapt ion schools 
and/or Zoos. 

6. Evaluate the diffusion process for effectiveness* 
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Personnel 



1 . What kinds and numbers of personnel were added by the program? 

2. Vlhat were their most important duties and activities? 

3« Hov much time did each type of personnel devote to these responsibilities? 

A> VRiat special qualifications suited personnel to the requirements of their Jobs? 

5* What special problems were dealt with in recruiting or maintaining staff? 



The Zoo Project was able to operate with a sta££ of three: 

The Project Director planned the natter schedule for classes, buses, and animals 
both In-Zoo and In-School, instructed the Inservlce training workshops, assisted 
teachers in both programs. Interpreted the program to visitors and to outside groupf, 
itcted as liaison between the Zoo, the district and other districts and private schools, 
initiated all records and reports about the Zoo Project, was responsible for project 
equipment and use of loaned Zoo facilities, and was responsible for keeping within 
the project budget. He conducted the major part of the dissemination activities 
listed in this report. 

The Project Secretary served as general office manager and assistant to the 
Project Director; she assisted teachers, maintained schedules, prepared masters for 
reproduction, maintained records, acted as receptionist and performed other secretarial 
duties. She received visitors in lue absence of the Project Director and assisted 
with the Inservlce training. 

The Animal Attendant , formerly a Zoo employee, became a district employee under the 
1972*73 project. She was responsible for the dally feeding and cleaning of animals, 
their dally handling and training, cleaning and maintaining the workroom and classrooms, 
maintained stock of anisuil supplies, assisted teachers in their use of animals, was 
available as a resource person, accompanied classes in the Zoo and conducted the 
In-School portion of the program during the absence of the Project Director, and 
performed other related duitles. 

These personnel devoted their full time to the operation of the Zoo Project. 

Other than the normal qualifications for these Jobs, the positions required 
willingness to handle ALL kinds of animals, a willingness and ability to work 
with children who sometimes may have bizarre physical or behavioral characterlstlca, 
the Ability to make decisions concerning the appropriateness of an activity for a 
particular situation in regard to the safety of animals and children Involved. 

Although these positions very often require Irregular lunch hours, and 
unreimbursed overtime, we have had Tio problem in recruiting or maintaining 
staff. 
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1. What Is the period of time covered liy your report? BEST Cli'i [iy..iLli;.i-i: 

2. How much of t.i^a entire program doet; thit' covert 

3. Where were program activities located? 

4.. What special physical arrangements were used in these locations? 

J). What provisions, if any, were made for periodic review of the progi.'ttiii? 

6. What important decisions were made on the basis of such reviews? 

7. What provisions, if any, were made for inservice training? 

1,2,3. This report covert only the 1972-73 disaenination grant period. This 
was the fourth operational year of the Zoo Project. Program activities were located 
throughout the state of California, wherever schools felt that the project approach 
met their needs. Lscal activities of the demonstration program was located In the 
San Diego Zoo and in the clasarof-:Q8 of 41 In-School clasaea throughout San Diego 
County. 

4. Rather than make special arrmgenents for the program In each area, we 
worked to adapt the program to their local reaources. 

5,6. Review as conducted after each presentation to determine new needa, 
unexpected beneflta, suggestions for change or improvement. Any need for change 
pointed out were Incorporated into the rrogram. 

7. Inservice training was the heart of the program. It was the major request 
of participating dlatricts. In many cases the district aponsored the training and then 
allowed teachers to develop their own programs with district approval. 
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BEST COPY hmum 

Activities or Servlcea . , , 

1 . What were the main activities (or services) In the program? 

2. How wore these activities (or services) related to specified program 

objectives? . . \o 

3. What methods were used in carrying out each activity [or service;/ 

Jl. What was a typical day's or week's schedule of activities for the children 
(or others) who received the program? 

5. How were pupils grouped for the various program activities? 

6. What were teacher-pupil ratios' (or aid-pupil, or adult-pupil, and so on) in 

each of these groupings? , , , ^ ^, o 

7. How did pupils (or others) receive feedback on their individual daily progress? 

8. How did parents receive feedback on their child's progress? 

9. What ajnounts and kinds of practice, review, and quiz activities were provided 
for pupils (or others) in the program? 

10. What special provisions were made for motivating pupils (or others)? 

11. If a comparison group was used, what were important differences in the 
activities ar.J methods used in this group and the activities and methods 
used with the program group? 

1,2,3. The main function of the project staff was to provide the services which would 
enable teachers to adopt or adapt the Zoo Project approach. This was accomplished 
through providing awareness level presentiAtlons, teacher workshops, operating the 
demonstration program, and other assistance at requested. These were the objectives of 
the program. All services were available on request and were altered to meet the local 
needs and resources of the requesting school* 

4. A typical workshop schedule dovered three main areas:. 

a) Animal handling to help the teocher feel confident In working with anlmala 
that tmlght be available for her class. 

b) Background Information on animal groups and specific inforaatlon about 
particular animals. 

3) Sharing and developing activities and materials that would meet the needs 
of her particular class* 

The workshops were expanded or contracted from 2 hours to 16 hours depending upon the 
needs of the district. When applied to the classroom, a typical lesson would Involve the 
teacher Introducing an animal such as the snake; talking about It, pointing out and 
explaining any actions or movements that might tend to be startling; demonstrating how 
to hold It and listing some particular things to look for on It. By this time the children 
would be eager to touch and hold the animal. It would be passed to every child but nobody 
would be forced to touch It who did not want to. (Almost always, after the elaborate 
introduction every child will take the animal.) One or more children might have a polaroid 
picture taken with the anUial. The group would then discuss the animal and susinarlse the 
items they had been directed to look for. An art lesson or written lesson might follow, 
or research for further Information; or If In a boo, study or related anlmala In the zoo. 
The polaroid picture could be used later for extending the experience, using It as the 
basis for a written story or oral language activities. In School the children would be 
responsible for reading directions and being responsible for the care of the animal. In 
most classes, after children became "expert" cn an animal, they might be allowed to 
report on and "share" the animal In other classrooms. 
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Activities or Servicea (Cont'd) 



BEST rii. ."^ 

5-d. The project did no grouping of pupils for various program activities. 
Teacher-pupil ratios were those normally established In their various schools or 
districts for regular or special education classes. At .the demonstration program, 
If the teacher wanted additional help, and oenbers of the staff were available, they 
would aeeoBq>any groups in the 200. In addition, high school tutor guides from special 
education classes in one of the local high seheolt were available if the teacher chose 
to ask for them. 

7-8-9. Feedback to parents or pupils was not an organized part of this program. 
It Is dependent on the policy or practice of the particular school or district 
Involved. As we were interested In motivation of pupils rather than accumulation 
of knowledge, practlc review and quiz activities were not a part of this project, 
although Individual teachers may have included them in their program. 

10. Motivation Is the major goal of the Zoo Project. We believe that living things 
present a special fascination for children, and that teachers can take advantage of 
this fascination to teach school subjects. Animals provide a multi-sensory stimulation 
not filled by the standard approach. We feel the animal experience breaks up the 
pattern of failure the child may have had from the standard school approach. It 
suddenly places the child in neutral non-school territory being stimulated by a 
completely different and unorthodox approach. Suddenly he finds a reason to do school 
type tasks; but they are his own realistic reasons, based on needs that he feels. 

11. Comparison groups were not needed to meet the goals of this year's project. 
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Infltructional Eoulpmant and Matarlala BEST C:^ i I AV.V, i; : ! 



. 1 • Were special materials developed or adapted for the program? How and 
by whom? 

2* What other major items of equipment and materials did the program 
require? In what amounts? 

3. How were key aids and materials used in connection with the various 
program activities? 

^. If a comparison is being made between program and nonprogram personsi 
were there important differences between thes ^ groups in kinds and 
amounts of materials provided « or in methods of uso? 

1. A slide/tape presentation was developed for use in the ACSA/EXPO initial 
awareness portion of the program as was a brochure entitled " How Can Animals 
Help Your Children ?" These were produced by the Zoo Project Qtaff with the 
aid of Mro Don Kelly of the State Department of Education. The Zoo Project 
Handbook was reprinted for use in the workshops. Additional handout materials 
were produced as needed to fit local workshop needs. 

2>3. A synchronised slide/tape projector was purchased for use in the ACSA/EXPO 
phase of the program and for use by the Zoo Project staff when makino; presentations 
in the absence of the project director. 

Squipiaent, minor in cost, buc major in importance are the cages and other 
animal equipment needed for the In-Sehool progrm. 

The slide camera and polaroid camera obtained during the first year of 
funding continued to be items of utmost importance. Eyery class received eight 
or more pictures of the children interacting with the animals for use in motivating 
language activities. 

The project van leased during the year provided the necessary transportation 
needed for the In-Sehool portion of the program, and was used for hauliqg animala 
and matei'iala to workshops within driving distance of San Diego. 

4. There waa no "outside" control group used in this project. 
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parent^Comminitv Involvement vt^^ 



1 . What role, If any, did parents have In the program? 

2. Were meetings held with parents? Why? How often? 

3. What role, if any, did various conmiunity groups have in the program? 
4* How was the community kept informed? 

5. If problems with parents or the community affected the program, vmat 
steps, if any, were taken to remedy the situation? 



1. No parents had a direct role in the program. In the local demonstration 
program, some parents accotapanled classes to the Zoo at the request of the teacher. 
Several Utters were received from parents. Some teachers distributed evaluation 
sheets to parents. All from whom we heard were veiy supportive of the progrttn. 

I'i. Some parent and conaunity groups contacted the project for information or 
aaked for a speaker. All such invitations were accepted. 

4. The Zoo Project was described in two local newspaper articles, one local 
radio program and one local television program. An illustrated article was 
published in the San Diego Zoological Society's magazine ZOONOOZ. All invitations 
to speak to PTA's, service clubs, educational groups were aceepteu by the project 
staff. 

5. No problems with parents or the coounity were encountered. 
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1 . Prom what sources were program funds obtained? 

2. What was the total cost of the program? 

3. What period of time was covered by these funds? 

^. What is the per pupil cost of the program? What was the formula for 
computing this figure? 

5. How does the per pupil cost of the program compare with the normal per 
pupil cost of the schools in the program? 

6. Where can the reader get more detailed budget information? 

7. Of the total cost of the program, give rough dollar estimates of 
♦ developmental costs, implementation costs and operational costs. 

8. Give the costs for the entire project period by budget categories 
(i.e., professional salaries, contracted services, etc.). 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 

special Factors 



i'ov Ui^e of potential adopters of the program: 

1 . vr.fl*. 2.0'iificatlons of the prof^ran arc possible? 

2. What arc the suggeated steps in adopting this prof^om? 

3. What are some things others should avoid in adopting this program? 

4. Ciin th-: Drof^nm be phased in, beginninp on a small scale? Hov? 

5. Cati pnrtt? of the program ba adopted without taking the whole program? 
What j-nrts? 

I. ihis prugram need not be limited to localities having zoos nor need It be 
'-iroii ro M*»nfally Retarded and Educationally HanHlc^^tined cH'^sf^. 

: ( p:i;))k',ratn could be operated on an Itx^Zoo ov In^School basis onl> » or 
Ml ti dual teachers could adapt after having attended rhi^ teacher training 

* : •>ivn> All anijnals In the In-School pro^irani have been obt.alnci I throup.h 
d^vM : :ovtr, . t^ages are readily available and Ail other nucei.sr.iy matfc-ia-s could 
be found in practically all school systems at a minimum cost. The basic 
approach to the In«Zoo program could be adapted to any zoo^ animal shelter, farm, 
pactc,^ aqaarium, etc. 

\ The ri»acher training Is the key st^-^ in this program. The teacher ir.ust be 
secure in working with the animal n. If ehe is afraid, the children will sense 
it^ and the whole point of the program Is lost. She needs background on the 
animals and needs to have selected activities and materials to use with the 
animals. 5^.tart with either ln«Zoo or In-School for a year» then expand to 
include both programs. 

^-4. Use only volunteers. Don't assign teachers to the prograou Don^t try to 
operate either program without teacher training. Make sure animals arc handloabie 
i\,n safe before allowing children to use them. Don*t allow substitute teachers to 
try CO carry on in the teacher's place. 

♦ • Implicate this project a school could easily begin with what It has at 

! aid Suild activities around small, less expensive animals available in most 
cjiuMiuiiLt I. 9, as well as substituting media and "one-shot'' visits for part cl the 
rM '>. ran), A large city zoo is very helpful, but many of the project Ideas arc 
.i:ip; .rabK« whether a full scale zoo is available or not. Using animals as 
n.:;tIvation can occur in many other sef tings. 

Y*»s, ^Qv, tfl above. 
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BESTCOPVf""-''W-t 



riiCUi?P how project Inforniation was dissetalnated during Uw v<ist taiUi'et 
period. 

1. ?fovi;): ai\ cstimte of the number of unrolicito^l requontt' for l^^fornia- 
tion from both within and outsido the project area. 

?. t.ho number of visitors from outside the proiect area. 

*■ ■■ .ost of dissemination during thr ^-.r' j t'oI 

I. ': ♦ •. the total cost of dissemination including prior budget poriods 
>it' v..o:'Sible) . 

'the whole tocu8 of this year's program has been on dissemination oi the Zoo 
i't'»ject approach. 

Initial awareness presentations occurred as a part of a soilcfi ol "ACSA/EXPO" 
•^if. rfnfjs U\ eleven locations throughout the state of California. In those weptings, 
a brief description of the Zoo Pr.ject was given along with description of services 
available to teacners/school s/districts. 

la addition to the teachers, administrators and other educators invited to these 
nac'Cings through ACSA, the Zoo Project sent special invitations to local zoos, 
ao.i'jariums and animal parks and local CANllC chapters ('California Assodation of 
:k .rolot;lcally Handicapped Children), indicating where and when the elooest ACSA/EXPO 
-1 cscntatlon would be. 

t'etsons indicating an interest in the Zoo Project approach on ACSA/EXPO evaluation 
LMins were sent a package of materials giving further information. These materials 
i.'c luded 

an Lniroductory letter 

a list of serv;.ces available 

J description of the different kinds of Zoo P/oJcet. workshopa available 
a list of workshop objectives, goals, and outcomes 
ci sut^gested workshop schedule 

«1:.M, Jf»»'rr,o'J .appropriate, additional materials were sent such aa the Kiochuie, copies 
c' :.ooaoo.'. (naga/ine, extracts from the Zoo Project handbook, and personal letters 
anawer particular questions. 

A(l<litioaal initial awareness contacts w»«re made hy mailinss sent out thrrm^in ilie 
•cKt o Fr.-vocat lonal Occupational Education profc;rafn, through newspaper and magazine 
unifies, through word of mouth and through displays. 
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l)i sHofTtnat iiin (Cont'd) 

m^mt: '-■'■^ 

DissoKiinat Ion activities wore considered to have two purposes tor tti*? 
Zry.i rtoject. One was to promote the adoption or adantlon o» t Zon Project 
approach in other areas. The second purpose was to encourage tne continuation 
anJ ixoatii; ion oi the program locally after federal funding hau cua&tnl. 

Districts, schools, or individuals who were interested In the Zoo Project 
approach then contacted us for one or more of the following services: 

I; Secondary awareness level tneetingQ in which a more con^plete prr.seutat ion 
wa^ provided of the material given in the ACSA/EXPO presentation. Such 
sheetings were given to school staffs » departmental groups, professional 
uiganiaations t college classes, parent groups, and service clubs. 

• ' ^^ns were available for all visitors Interr.si tf^U ii th.> ^uojrc^ 

I t action. A model demonstration program was available at the San DUi^o Zoo 
t Ji an In-Zoo type program and In-School classes wr ie fivillablv* throughout 
I ;^ year as models for the In«>School portion of out orots^'Hu . All teachers 
api>iying tor inclusion in the program agreed to have v/isicors at any time 
during their particpat ion. 

i) Icacner training workshops were provided to all reque^Jtin,^ schoott; or dlstriv':ts. 
Or^anieat ion of the workshop varied according to the needn and r^'sources oi 
the school or district involve<<. Many districts were not mtoxestcd in 
establishing a district wid«. program, but were Interested in sponsoring a 
workshop that would expose their teacUerr. to the Zoo Project approach and 
encourage teachers to adapt features of the program that met their own 
Immediate needs. 

O D>.»Ti^onst rat ions ^ Two districts requested demonstration lessons in their own 
are.* with children from their own schools* The project director provided these 
U^ssons for them. 

idea Fa Irs - Displays > In addition to Western States Exp and CSBA participation, 
the 7.00 Project was requested to provide a display and personal assistance 
for Profesiiional ''Idea fair^" swapshop meetings and conferences. 

n) ivcwnical Aiisistance , From time to time during the year the project was 

-jnricted for addit ional technical assistance by varlrus iiRenv'to^ inside and 
virside the state of California* Such assistance whs provide i tninugh 
c ii ros»^ ondence# 

/lii ^,\^;rion Information about the project was disseminated in on^ local rolevision 
• ro^, n, a radio tape distributed to siK local ra^io stations, 2 local 
news; . ner articles and an article in the San Dlefio /oolo^;ical Soclety^s 
publi .atlon "2loonoo2" which has world-wide distribution. 
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SUMM/iK^ ; r^e Zoo Project Staft directly participated in «i i su'^.TL.iat ion activities 
i-A tho following ways: 



II 



Activity 

\CSA/EXPO Activities 

Lntoriration Packets 

'>r end a ry Awareness Presentations ; 
vpotent ial adopters/adapters) 

• vi-nter School District 
, r, cc School District 
i'. 4rrp Unified School District 
■,Mf ! i ieame Teacher Institute 
'•, .■.,.;» o Jity Schools 

. Helix Montessori Academy 
Ontarlo/MonCclair Reading Council 

■econdary Awareness Presentations : 
('o'al continuation and expanslor 
of the program) 

University of California Extension 
St. Kieran'a School, El Cajon 
California State University, San Diego 
Nr»rth Park Klwanis 

Sin Uiego CEC (Council for Exceptional Children) 

(tnivcrsity of California Extension 

N TA Convention 

J^ulci-Age Teachers 

University of California Extension 

Southwestern Colle;;e Extension 

( f r nla State University, San Diego 
So ithweorern College 
D. if rtid Hard-of -Hearing Teachers 
*ofrf^n's International Sorority 
Jhula Vista Lions 



FUl 1972 



Fall 1972 



11/6 
1/li 

3/3 



7/19 

10/27 

I!/7 

11// 

11/16 

11/28 

12/1 

2/13 

2/21 

3/14 

3/2 7 

4/4 

5 j 

5 '16 

6/7 



385 



355 



1* 
17 

19 

43 
31 

42 



27 
50 
45 
37 
92 
46 
27 
17 
21 
13 
45 
52 
20 
18 
57 



<r^ n n ': t r.'tt ions : 

Orange Center 
Burl inpaire 



iO/lH 
6/2*1 ) 
6/26 ) 
6/'/' ) 



•»6 



t S 1 t I 



'..cal 

0':fu>r than local 
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Acf Ivtty 

PlsplavH t Idea Fairs , Conferoncea 
ACSA/CSBA 

San Diei^o City and County CEC 
Western States Expo 
SDTA Teacher Pair 

Siaft Training - (potential adopters/adapters) 

^'Mailed eunnnary sheets 

■•t? f' raining - (local continuation and 

expf. \<J lo.i of prograw) 

/.CO Project sunsner workshop 
fall workshop 
• California Lutheran College Extension 
- han Diego City College 

I M n II 

II II M II 

Ft' qttpsrs for Technical Assistance 

>'ie detailed sutnraary sheet 

Relations Activities 

N.itir-nal City Puhlic Library - Animal display 
rienrally Retarded Arts and Cra£t8 Group 
Falrhaven Pet Show 

'• I ' J. • nr. Lntervli'W 

^i.' T-^crview (repeated 6 cr more tlmfa) 

.n<>o/ Article (San Di-go Zoological Society) 

) I'.'.o Jnlon Newspaper articles 



12/1 
2/21 
4/13 
6/9 



No. of Poopl<? 



12/3 
4/15 



Suffmer 1972 
Kail 1972 
6/73 
7/9/73 
7/16/73 
7/23/73 



11/3 

5/8 

6/1 

11/3 

10/ r: 
2/73 

n/5 an'l 



n 

21 

27 
30 
28 



Est. 
Est. 
Est. 
Est. 



100 
27 
300 



ERIC 



)f H/ir.Jt>ooks 



Fall 1972 



• :u other than Title III funds. 
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Co9t 



§440.00 



5.500 



950 left 



vFlnnl printing tir- fi/con^pl ished 
at this date. All coploj^ 
fxpf'rted to be used In local 
ptow.r«im and In aMSwrrif^ ri-quests 
f r -in^ out s area. ) 



Sf^MARY OF ZOO PRO.JFCT 0BJECTIVK5 m) KIVM^V 



:.:uv.ura^e and protrote the adoption or acUut 1..mi r. ^ il.t. /.\'0 li'^.-hCI KOK 
T\V^* Ak? . -nia^HEN in A rplnirrurr. of ten othor school r^* * i.. • !: ••r» .^w.lti:.'i 1 

m r- • hta.t of California. 

.fio /,.io Iruject approach la btUng used In over 16 dlfltricws v.iin v:i>^;ric?. 
t u c-, f a^<.i.»r»M t and sponsorshL^ In addition, teachers tn over ?0 classoa ia !2 
additional districts are using Zoo Project materials and methods in tht-ir claas- 
: :yr.r' i'.«'f Uut t?ns Such as Zoos, Museuips, Hospitals* Hum^'^nf Sot ies 

fiTv US lay: /oo Project matoriald and oiethods. 

# t Create an awareness about the ZOO PROJECT among 100 school districts in the 



f . is were madij 3.^5 ,^copU' rhrou^^h AC:..* ' i: . *> ^ .''i . '.''.^.-.t-^ 

. . f i.ut to individuals representing 109 districts. / OML«»idc awareness 
s 'U.itlons were made to 222 people. 15 awareness prosentcti ions wt^re made 

J Di>*rf0 County to 587 people. Aoo Pro j^ii t peir?:inju I par t u inai-c/d in 
» V. • activiciea :n which brochures and oxm Inlom^iwiuM ^' :^ ^ivcn. 

Uior p.rc's wert» made available to other dissemination actlvicies throughout 

^ne state during the year. 

r'»p-race a model demonstration program capable of acciTmmod^t in^ visllors 
:^»r i^rek and demonstrate to pMr;p-4tlal adopters tvoux 25 school A4*d/or 2:00 
settings. 

rh#? /oo Project handled groups of visitors from as few as one to a<i many as 60 
-ei>p;o. A total of 185 people visited the project during the 1972-73 school year 
t'.^r !?! groups, 

,>t»U»ct 10 districts or schools Interested In adopfing or ^riapting, 
ar.cording to established criteria, one or more program components* 

'.i! Jistrlcts requesting services received those services except for those 
i^^iif ini> services during the 1973-74 school year. See above information 
4p1 r^liowine information for details. 

ict 10 stnif training seminars for potential adopter^/adap'.ers from 25 
; \ ^ anW/or ^ao settings* 

r^'^ r ^r training workshops were held for 552 people. These tepr^s^ntcd 
^ i-a.^ht:^ from 2/ districts. 

^TAi'lr technical asHlstance for in^plementat ion tc A.l^pti r?j/A.lt>pr.ers 
% sc':v>l3 and/or Zoos. 

T»-.\fac^!* assistance was provided whenever requested whether to school districts, 
• . ;>iU*t"»nt <rDup3 or individual teachers. Such a'^sir.taaco v^ is rruVdcii :hmu.^p 
-.al 'ontact, telephone conversation and by lettex . 

|/Nilvt;tte the diffusion process for effectiveness. 

' . t^vAluatlon carried on throughout the v,/ar, co : 1 tv^ » i r^t^ d.'t.^, 

7iMinri-s^ presentations, workshops, and the di^monotri^t ion program. Ad jusrinetiKs 

V ' rarip bas^^d on results of such evaluation. This pvaluati^r re^o rr a trralr. 
• :* ?r rvaluatlon process. 
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BEST COPY AVAlLf Bit 



ADOVTIOH/AOAFTION ACTIVITIES: 
lAMnUAT.E DtVEIOPMENT THROUGH ANIMAL UTILIZATION 










1.0 1 


2.0 










INITIAL 
AWARENESS 




SECONDARY 
AWARENESS 




^1 


(2oo Project for Hsndlctpped Children) 






















DISTRICT: 

(Schools snd Contact Person) 


ADOPTION 
ADAPTION 
UNCERTAIN 


m 


AO 
AA 
X 












« 

u w la 
• «> Cu 

C X 

3 « 4J 4 

< H(/)a< 


? PEOPLE 




MOTE: Addresses snd telephone nutnberji for contsct 
f>evmot\n listed on these psges «ill be found 


NO 

0.0 




0 




o 

< 


ITRICT 
XING 


06 




OS 1 

i 1 


ill 


In AppetidlX A. 


Component 


In 
Zoo 


In 

ocnoo 1 






O 


i 


1 t 1 t 






I) AlhSffibrs City Schools - 

Grsnads School - Mrs. Brenda Sorenson • Supvr. Aural 

Education 










AA 






X 


* 






30 1 


2) Arcsdls Unified School District - 

u<«ii«> A.t*At^.lo <«rhnni • u (Z Smith. Prlnclpsl) 
noi ly Avenue wcnooi \s* »»ui*fciHj • » 

Lonnley Wsy School - Ross Browne, Principal) 








AA 


AA 


X 












31 


3) Burllngswc School District • 

Mrs. Lois Watson - Curriculum Consultant 
ncKiniey 

Frsnkl In 
Washington 
Perihlng 
Roosevelt 

Mrs, A. M. Blsrlo • Director, Sucroer Reading Cllrtlc 










AA 

A A 

AA 

AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 


A 






1/26 


A - T 


54 


30 1 IS 

i 


i») Chlno Unified School District - 

Ed Reyes - Asst. Supt. -Instruction 
Xxiu Serrsnos School) 
1 Glenmeade School ) 










AA 






A 








1 ^ 1 


3) Chula Vlsts City Schools - 

nrs* biissoetn iway • iienerai supcrvisoi^ 










AA 






X 








1 ! 


6) Dusrte Unified School District - 
Joe Dsvls - Title I Director 
(Maxwell School) 










A 


X 






l/ll 


A - T 


19 


1 ^ t 


7) Gsrden Grove Unified School District - 

Excelsior School - Leroy Morton, Principal 










AA 


X 












1 ^ 1 


Hill School - Robert Gresham - Principal 










AA 


X 












1 ^ ' 


S) Little lAke School District - 

Earls Snow - Consultsnt for the Deaf 
Pslrford School 
Jersey Avenue School 
Lakevlew School 










AA 
AA 
AA 






X 
X 
X 








1 i 
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BEST C{!?]f r-imn 



2.0 



a 



i 



30 I 



54 



30 



15 



VISIT/DEM- 
ONSTRATION 



I 



16 



12 



19 



Id 



w 



i 



STAFF 
TRAINING 



I 



4/2d 



1/9 



3/27 



Peb- 
Mar. 



1/17 
3/22 



2/2-3 



o 

Ui 

au 



22 



57 



24 



37 



15 



19 
24 



16 



TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
FOK IMPIXMENTATION 



^ w 

O O 



6/25 

to 
(>/27 



Info 
an 



b 4J u) 
< ^ a> c 

>• Heoo. 
S I » • 
3 H(n(X, 



]ina^ con 
her pi 
1 lend 



Ir a 



I 
5 
50 



i 



6/25 

to 
6/27 



actd with 
1 ng J Ibra 



a( n 



FKODUCEK 
SCHOOL 



3 
O 
X 

ij w 
2S 

li 

a* c/) 



11 



42 



19 



20 



11 



16 



H 

tA 

o 

u 

Si 

t 



33.66261.36 



12.28 



293. 



8.63 



5.00 



17 



32 



112,49 



889. 



97. 



388. 



114 



115 
131 



314 



CONSUMER 
SCHOOL 



Bud^t ' \ 13 



$10 



S 2S 



22 



3 o 



87 



600 



210 



Budgt'd 24 



50 
See no 



33 



17 
22 



3 
6 

e 1 



112 
50 
75 
20 
27 



1025 



112+ 



no fl{gures 
as 



>ct 



500 
610 



16 
35 
3 



Adapting on Optional teacher baala 
particularly In hard«of -hearing and 
deaf programa with dlarrlet aponaor- 
«hlp. Making uae of loan prograo o£ 
local humane aoclety. 



Ho dlatrlct funds expended; dlatrlct 
sponsoring optional individual teacher 
adaptation; 1 staff tieaber attended 
additional training at U Verne Cdl^ 



High Interest. District sponsoring 
adaptation of program on optional 
individual teacher basis. Encouraging 
use of local Junior Museum animal loan 
program. Memberships paid for by 
district. Asked for special demonstra* 
tloriwlth their own children during 
sutnner reading clinic. 



Adapting components of the program 
school wide; planning to expand next 
year; district planning to reproduce 
handbook tnaterlala for local dlatrl* 

but Ion. 



District sponsoring adaptation of 
program on optional Individual teacher 
baa Is. Will conduct own suwer train* 
Ing program. Plans for district 
animal lending library and expansion 
Che program. 

No response as yet to Evaluation 
Questionnaire 



Dlatrlct sponsoring Individual teacher 
adar^lon of program. Teachers buying 
an a and cages with own money. Con« 
slu.ring inaugurating a district wide 
program. Also making use of animal 
loans from local pet shop. Some 
teachers have purchased handbook on 
their own. 



All clasaes in deaf program are 
adapting the tn-School component. 
Report high success In motivation of 
language. Have been fortunate in 
donations and gifts of animals and 
cages. 
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\H72*n ADOPTION/ADAPTION ACTIVITIES: 



LANGUACE DEVELOPMENT THR0U3H ANIMAL UTILIZATION , 

(Zoo Project for Hitidietpped Children) 



DISTRICT: 

(Schools And Contact Person) 



9) Los Angeles llnllied School District « 

Salvln Elem. School • Rose Bniiel - Princiosl 



10) Hodesto City Schools 
Jerrold Frye 



II) Mt, Helix Montessorl Acsdemy • 
Bsrbsrs Uaxnilton * Secretary 



12) Ocean View School District - , 
Lark View TOR Facility - Mrs. Rose Ludwig - Prlnclpil 



13) Ontarlo-Montclalr Reading Council - 
Mrs. Kasel Wilson 



\U) Orsnge Center School District « 

Orange Center School • George Nagel, Dlst. Siipt* 



15) Riverside County Schools • 

Mrs. Elesnor Dunn - Director, Prolexla, Title III 
Collett (Alvord) 
Parkridge (Corona) 
Arnold fielghts (Moreno) 
West Riverside (Jurupa) 

16) Santee School District - 

Klo Scco School •* Huss Jases 
Doag Kay • Tescher 

17) Victor School District • 

Mrs. Beth Hill - Curriculum Coordinator 
Irvln School 
Del H^y School 
Parkv-ew School 



18) Westwlnster School District • 

Riionds Mahsn - Lsng. Deir. Spec isl Ist-Tlt U VI Presc 

CONTIMUATION AND EXPANSION OF THE IX)CAl PROGRAM 

Ssn DlcRo Unified School District 

See SUMMARY ; Dl ssevnlnat Ion Activities 
pp. 320) 



ADOPTION - AO 
ADAPTION - AA 
UNCERTAIN • X 
NO • 0 

0.0 



Cggponcnt 



iOOl 



In 
2oo 



In 
School 



AA 



AA 



1.0 



INITIAl 
AWARENESS 



AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 
AA 



AA 
AA 



AA 



SECONDARY 
AWARENESS 



I 



2/5 



X .•;29 



3/3 



n m 

SIS 



A . T 



A*T-P 



A-T 



O 

bi 
a« 

6 



43 



31 



42 



2.0 




16 



2S 



10*ld 



11-6 



A-T 



A-T 



i; 



BEST copi/ mm\i 



VtSlT/OEM* 
ONSTRATION 



TKCHNlUXt. ASSISTANCE 
FOH IMPIXMENTATIUN 
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Using too Project approach i plan to 
I continue ncKt year on an Individual 
{optional choice baais« Hoping to 

expand to other claisrooffs. Teachers 
I obtain ovn animals and cages. Request 

further asslatance next year. 

No response to Evaluation Question* 
I naire aa yet. 

Planning animal collect ioni no 
response as yet to Evaluation 
iQuestionnaire. 

Training occurred too late In y««r lot 
|full adaption this year. Planning 
active program next year with diatricc 
providing animals, pens, cages, etc. 

No response aa yet to Evaluation 
I questionnaire. Produced Chino con- 
tact. Several participants attended 
U Verne College cUss • sdapting in 
, ovn diatricoon individual baala. 
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100 
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Uoo Project approaches being uacd. 
Several participants attended the 
U Verne College workshop and now 
adapting the In School program in 
their own classrooms* 



Planning own animal lending library. 



luslng Zoo Project approach; plan lo 
continue next year on an Individual 

Itcacher optional choice basis. 
District will cpovlde ca^es. etc. 



Planning to use materials In Title VI 
Language Project. 
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1) La Verne College - John Malnlero 
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23 teachers responded fo quest lonnsfe'e 
As a result of the workshop, Indlvl* 
dual teseher adaption reported In 
the following districts: 
Alvord - Terrace School • 2 

CoUett School 
Arcadia • Longley Way 
Bonlta • Hayuion 
Chaffey Union High • AUa Uoma 
Chlno • Neuran 
G. Meade 

£. J. Marahall - 2 
Corona • Vlcentla 
Hemet • Cottonwood 
Hueneme - Bard 
Jarupa • West Riverside 
OntarlO'Montclair « West Riverside 

- Mariposa - 2 
Placentla - Orchard 
Riverside • Harrison 
Trona - Trona 
Valley Oaks « University 
Unaaalgned teachers • 2 
Materials shared by these teachers 
with 2S6 addle ional teach«ra. 

expressed strong interest. Change in 
^00 adoinistration cauaed abandonment 

of plans. 

Local Junior League group also inter* 
estcd in Zoo Project approach for 
Docent Training If cooperative plan 
can be worked out with the 2oo when 
new adtniniatration is established. 
San Francisco School Curriculus) 
Speelaliat alao exploring adapting 
both tn Zoo and In School programs. 



Attended Burlingame presentations. 

staff members took training. Are 
naking use of Zoo Project approach 
in the Museum and in their animal loan 
program. 

Graduate student in Educational 
Psychology, Calif. State University 
Los Angeles. Is planning to develop 
a similar program and encourage 
adaptation of it In a variety of 
settings In the greater Loa Angeles 
area. Has demonstrated Zoo Project 
approaches and irat(^riala In graduate 
classes, sees potential for use In 
residential treatment facllltlea. 
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ADAPTERS OTHER THAN SCHOOLS OR SCHOOL DISTRICTS (COt^'D) 
3) Lion Country Safari • Brenda Easley • Education 



6) San Diego Humane Society • 
Judy Invenschuh 
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SCHOOL DISTRICTS OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA 



Anaconda City Schools 
Mrs. Hadalcn Burt 
W. K. Owyer School 



Anaconda 9 Montana 
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ADAPTERS OlIiER THAN SCHOOLS OR SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
OUTSIDE CALIFORNIA 

I) Larue D. Carter Memorial Hospital - Indianapolis, Ind, 
Mrs. Susan Cooper « 



2) Mew York Zoological Society - Bronx, New York 
Mr. Donald Fine • Education Dept. 
Mr. Robert A. Brown • Assoc. Curator for Early 
Childhood E-^ucation 



3) Taronga Zoo - Syndey, Australia - 

Barry Foy • Acting Senior Education Officer 
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EstAbllshlng education program, 
requested handbook. 



Used Zoo Project as model In develop- 
ing a program to teach humane values 
in a series of one time visits to 
schools throughout San Diego County 
using live animals. Adapted mater lali 
land ideas. Informal assistance from 
time to time as needed. 



ISO lAdapting Zoo Project approach and 
materials schoolwide on informal 
[Individual optional basis. Plan to 
expand the program next year. Using 
handbook as a model for developing 
own materials. 



Adapting Zoo Project approaches to 
recreation therapy program of hospital 
in Indianapolis working with emtlon- 
ally disturbed children. Haking use 
of anlrr.als from local Zoo and humane 
society. Using Zoo Project approaches 
land materials; adapted Zoo Project 
application in requesting federal 
funds for Indianapolis local project. 

Emphasirlng use of animals in teachiig 
•ubjccta other than science. 



Are expanding education program. 
Seeking means of using animals in a 
variety of ways. As a result of 
receiving Zoo Project materials 
and infonnation, they altered points 
of Interest In their new progr». 
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/ [.TiRKSSES OF CONTACT FEKSONS 



vI.HA/>lBRA CITY SCHOOLS 

Vra. Brenda S. Sorcnson, Supvr 
Aural Kilucatioti 
2121 W. Main Street 
Alhambra, California 91801 
(213) 289-54U 

ARCADIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
WtlUam (;. Smith, Principal 
Holly Avenue School 
360 W. Duarte Road 
Arcadia, Cfllifornia 910O6 
(2li) 446-0131 Ext 207 

icngley Way School 
koss Browne, Principal 
/ftOl Lon^ley Way 
Arcadia, California 91006 
(213) 446-0131 Ext 217 

BURLINGAME SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mrs. Lois Watson 
Curriculum Consultant 
1560 Newlaads 

Burlingame, California 94010 
(415) 344-1743 

Mrs. Alice M. Elarlo 

Director, Summer Reading Laboratory 

McKlnley School 
701 Paloma Drive 
Burlingame, California 94010 
(415) 344-9313 

CHIMO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Edward Rfyts, Asst. Supt. of Instruction 

51 30 Riverside 

Chino, Cilifornla 91 710 

^ .'I/*' o2S-i201 

CHUlw\ VISTA CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mrs. Elisabeth C. Kay 
General Supervisor 
H4 East J Street - P.O. Box 907 
Chula Vista, Callforala 92012 
(/U) 422-8341 



BEST co?v f:: 



GARDEN GROVE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Leroy Morton, Principal 
Excelsior School 
10421 Woodbury 
Garden Grove, California 

Hill School 

Robert P. Greshatn, Principal 

9681 Eleventh Street 

Garden Grove, California 92640 

LITTLE LAKE SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mrs. Earl a Snow 
Consultant for the Deaf 
9400 Jersey Avenue 
Santa Fe Springs, California 
(213) 868-8241 Ext 87 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mrs. Rose Engel, Principal 
Salvln Elementary School 
1925 Budlong Avenue 
Los Angeles, California 90007 
(213) 73? -0703 

MODESTO CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Jerrold Frye 
426 Locust Street 
Modesto, California 95331 

MONTESSORI ACADEMY-Mt . Heli 
Barbara Hamilton, Secretary 
3327 Kenora Drive 
Spring Valley, California 92077 
(714) 461-6200 

OCEAN VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Mrs. Rose Ludwlg, Principal 
Lark View TMR Facility 
7972 Warner Avenue 
Huntington, Beach, California 9264 7 
(714) 847-2551 

ONTARIO-MONTCLAIR READING COUNCIL 
Mrs. Hazel Wilson 
Lee High School 
(714) 624-5697 



DUARTE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 
loe Davis 
Director, Title I 

142 7 Buena Vista Av.'nue 
Daartc, California 'MOlO 
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ADDRESSES OP CONTACT PERSONS (CONT'D) 



ORANGE CENTER St^lOOl. DISTRICT 

George Nagel, Dlst. Superintendent 
Orange Center School 
1530 S, Chorry 
Freano, California 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY SCHOOLS 
Mrs. Eleanor Dunn 
Title III Director, PROIJSXIA 
Riverside County Schools Office 
P.O. Box 868 

Riverside. California 92502 
^ (714) 787-2585 

^ SANTEE SCHOOT DISTRICT 

Riiss . I acnes 
Rio Soco School 
oancce, California 92071 

VICTOR SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Mrs. Beth Hill, Curriculum Coordinator 

16^^21 "A" Street 

Vlctorville, California 92392 

(714) 245-3263 

WESIWINSTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Rhonda Mahan 

Lang. Dev. Specialist-Title VI Preschool 
Westminster, California 



LA VERNE COLLEGE 
John Nainiero 

Asst. Trofessor of Education 

Deparcwent of Education 

La Verne, California 91750 

SAN FRANCISCO 7.00LOGICAL GARDENS 

Beverly Rongren - Decent Coordinator 

Zoo Road and Skyline Blvd 

San Francisco, California 94132 

SAN MATEO COYOTE POINT JUNIOR MUSEUM 
Maryann Danielson, Chief 
Interpretive Division 
Coyote Point 

San Mateo, California 94401 
(415) 573-2595 



LION COUNTKY SAFARI 

Brenda Eaflh'y - Education 
Laguna Hills, Cilifornia 92633 

SAN DIEGO HUMANE SOCIETY 
Judy Intmenschuh 
887 Sherman 
San Diego, California 
(714) 278-7004 

ANACONDA CITY SCHOOLS 
Mrs. Madalen Burt 
Special Education 
1200 West 3rd 
Anaconda, Montana 59711 

LARUE D. CARTER MEMORIAL llOoPITAL 
Mrs. Susan Cooper 
Recreational Therapist 
Children's Service 
1315 West lOth Street 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202 

NEW YORK ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY 

Mr. Donald Fine - Education Dept. 
Mr. Robert A. Brown - Assoc. Curator 

for Early Chilc^hood Education 
New York Zoological Society 
Bronx* New York 13460 

TARONGA ZOO 
Barry G. Foy 

Acting Senior Education Officer 
P.O. Box 20 Mosman NSW 2088 
Australia 
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